


Percent Achieved

SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety - Child and Family Service = Specialist
Initial Response for Ongoing Assessment with NEW Ch  ild Abuse and Neglect Referrals BRound 1 (n = 63)
100%
100%
92%
90% -
80% - 7%
71%
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
20f13 lofll
30% -
10 of 13 50f7 Oof 2 Oof1 12 of 13
0f
20% 15%
0
10% - 9%
0% 0%
0% - ‘ ‘
Initial contact within Were all other If not, documentation Non maltreating Other adults Maltreating caregiver Interview protocol If not, documented
timeframe children justifies lack of caregiver interviewed interviewed interviewed followed reason for deviation
interviewed? contact
Chart 1

Safety QA - Questions




SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment - CFS Contacts  with CHILD(REN)/MOTHER/FATHER
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Pattern of Visitation




SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment - Identificatio  n of Present Danger B Round 1 (n = 63)

* 1 - Safety Assessment identified Present Danger.
* 1 - Immediate Protective Action (IPA) plan was docum

ented.
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SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment - Protective Ac  tion Plans (IPA) B Round 1 (n = 63)

* 1 - Safety Assessment identified Present Danger.
* 1 - Immediate Protective Action (IPA) plan was docum  ented.
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SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment -

B Round 1 (n =63)

Safety QA - Questions
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SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment -
Identification of Impending Danger

B Round 1 (n =63)
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Worker Identified Impending Danger with Child/Famil

41%

26 of 63

y

Safety QA Questions

Reviewer agreed with worker's assessment of Impend  ing Danger
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B Round 1 (n =63)

SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment - Safety Plans

100%
90% - Reviewers assessed a total of 13 Safety Plans
* 15 assessments identified impending danger, however, only 11 of these cases contained an updated safety plan.
* An updated safety plan was completed at the end of the assessment in 2 cases even though CFS Specialist identified NO safety
80% - threats at the conclusion of their assessment.
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SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment - Safety Plans  (continued)

Reviewers assessed a total of 13 Safety Plans

* 15 assessments identified impending danger, however, only 11 of these cases contained an updated safety plan.
B Round 1 (n =63)

* An updated safety plan was completed at the end of the assessment in 2 cases even though CFS Specialist identified NO safety threats
at the conclusion of their assessment. i
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SESA 2009 Ongoing Safety Assessment
Protective Capacity Assessment (PCA) and Conditions of Return

There were only 6 finalized PCA's and 9 finalized Conditions of Return
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NOTE: The QA tool does not assess whether or not th

worker met their time frame in documenting the PCA
: the Conditions of Return on N-FOCUS. The QA team on
reviews the quality of the PCA and the Conditions o f

Return if it is finalized on N-FOCUS at the time of the

review.
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